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more than confirmed the impression produced by a perusal of the
judgment and led me to think that the Martial Law Court had
allowed its judgment to be warped and clouded by the atmosphere
of suspicion and distrust surrounding it. The best proof of my state-
ment must be the judgment and the writings on which it is based.
They are therefore reproduced in this issue in full. I have prefaced
the judgment and the offending articles in The Tribune with ex-
tracts from the other numbers showing the whole tendency and
tone of the writings from the beginning of April just after the
Delhi affairs. They are not extracts torn from their context but
they are representative of the issue of The Tribune published after
the 30th March last. The dominant note pervading all the issues
is that the agitation against the Rowlatt legislation should be con-
ducted with sobriety, truth and non-violence, I could nowhere
trace in them ill will, either against Englishmen in general, or
against the English Government in particular. Indeed, it would
be difficult to surpass The Tribune in calmness and self-restraint
in the face of circumstances brought about by the Delhi affairs.
This is the test that the Special Tribunal put before itself for
its guidance:
You will have to consider whether this publication was or was not a calm
and temperate discussion of the events that had occurred. The people
have a right to discuss any grievances that they may have to complain of,
but they must not do it in a way to excite tumult.You may point out to
the Government their errors ....
The question is always as to the manner. A question is made
whether they (writings) show an intention to instruct by appealing to the
judgment or to irritate and excite to sedition. In other words, whether
they appeal to the sense or the passions.
Judged by the standard set before the Court, the articles com-
plained against do not warrant a conviction. They cannot excite
tumult, when daily during a period of exceeding stress the writer
asks his readers to refrain from all violence, telling them in unmis-
takable terms that disturbance can only damage their cause. The
Editor has continuously appealed to the judgment of the readers
by asking them not to prejudge, but to await the results of an
inquiry which he persistently asked for. The Court's discussion of
the passages and articles fails to convince one of the propriety of
its decision. The Court has resented the use of the term "Delhi
Martyrs5' in the issues of the 6th and the 8th April. When you read
the contents under the headings, the one has reference to prayer
at the Jumma Masjid and the other t<? a Relief a$d Memorial